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DETAILED ACTION 
Remarks 

1. Claims 1-46 have been examined and rejected. This Office action is responsive 
to the amendment filed on 8/17/07, which has been entered in the above identified 
application. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC §112 

2. The following is a quotation of the second paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 112: 

The specification shall conclude with one or more claims particularly pointing out and distinctly 
claiming the subject matter which the applicant regards as his invention. 

3. Claims 5 and 10 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, second paragraph, as being 
indefinite for failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject matter which 
applicant regards as the invention. 

a. Claim 5 recites the limitation "said document processing device" in [lines 
2-3]. There is insufficient antecedent basis for this limitation in the claim. 

b. Claim 10 recites the limitation "said document processing device" in [line 
2/ There is insufficient antecedent basis for this limitation in the claim. 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

4. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 
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A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(e) the invention was described in (1) an application for patent, published under section 122(b), by 
another filed in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent or (2) a patent 
granted on an application for patent by another filed in the United States before the invention by the 
applicant for patent, except that an international application filed under the treaty defined in section 
351(a) shall have the effects for purposes of this subsection of an application filed in the United States 
only if the international application designated the United States and was published under Article 21(2) 
of such treaty in the English language. 

5. Claims 1-5, 9-29, 31-40, 42-46 have been rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as 
being anticipated by Anderson et al (Pub. No. US 2004/0015566 A1). 

Claims 1-5, 9-27 

5-1 . Regarding claim 1 , Anderson teaches the claim comprising organizing job 
information into menus and submenus, by disclosing an electronic item management 
and archival system (EIMA) [paragraph 1], Each item includes a virtual object and query 
data associated with the virtual object, the virtual object being image data, audio data, 
or video data [paragraph 6]. Image data includes documents [paragraph 57]. Various 
operations may be performed on the image data including creating reports, exporting 
images, printing images, viewing images, and archiving images [paragraph 82, Table 2], 
Several types of reports can be run to provide information about specific activities in the 
EIMA system [paragraph 404]. Audit reports provide logs of user activity and usage, 
including capture data and query activity [Table 4], A main menu shown in [figure 5] 
allows users to launch submenus of system modules [paragraph 187]. These system 
modules allow users to view the reports containing activities within the EIMA system 
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[paragraphs 409-418]. Thus, job information in the EIMA system is organized into the 
menus and submenus presented. 

Anderson teaches display said job information to a user, by disclosing that 
reports can be viewed onscreen or printed [paragraph 404]. 

5-2. Regarding claim 2, Anderson teaches the claim with respect to claim 1 , wherein 
said menus and said submenus comprise a main menu including main menu 
categories, by disclosing the main menu as shown in [figure 5]. 

Anderson teaches a submenu under each of said main menu categories, by 
disclosing that the main menu has options for launching submenus of system modules 
[paragraph 187]. 

5-3. Regarding claim 3, Anderson teaches the claim with respect to claim 2, further 
comprising navigating through said menus and displaying said submenus on a user 
interface when said menus are selected, by disclosing that when a menu item is 
selected, a submenu will be displayed such as in [figures 5, 7; paragraph 191]. 

5-4. Regarding claim 4, Anderson teaches the claim with respect to claim 1 , wherein 
said organizing said job information comprises organizing said job information according 
to processing data and time, by disclosing that audit reports contain data and time 
information [paragraph 408, Table 5- Field Positions 4 and 5]. 
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5-5. Regarding claim 5, Anderson teaches the claim with respect to claim 4, wherein 
jobs processed in a specified time frame are displayed on a user interface of a 
document processing device, by disclosing that users can specify a date range for the 
audit report [paragraph 417]. This is done using a workstation computer 115 [figure 1; 
paragraphs 167, 186]. 

5-6. Regarding claims 9-1 1 , Anderson teaches the claim with respect to claim 1 , 
further comprising displaying said job information on a web page, providing said web 
page with an embedded web server associated with a document processing deice, and 
viewing said web page with a web browser, by disclosing web-based user programs 
which run in a Web browser that allow users to perform operations on the archive 
[paragraph 82, lines 9-13] using a workstation computer 115 [figure 1; paragraphs 167, 
186]. 

5-7. Regarding claim 12, Anderson teaches the claim with respect to claim 1 , further 
comprising displaying said job information on a user interface, by disclosing that reports 
may be viewed onscreen [paragraph 404]. 

5-8. Regarding claim 13, Anderson teaches the claim with respect to claim 12, 
wherein said user interface organizes said job information into said menus and 
submenus, by disclosing a main menu shown in [figure 5] that allows users to launch 
submenus of system modules [paragraph 187]. These system modules allow users to 
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view the reports containing activities within the EIMA system [paragraphs 409-418]. 
Thus, job information in the EIMA system is organized into the menus and submenus 
presented. 

5-9. Regarding claims 14-16, Anderson teaches the claim with respect to claim 13, 
wherein said user interface is configured to display job information regarding jobs that 
have already been processed, are currently being processed, and are in a queue 
waiting to be processed, by disclosing that fields following export log type values in the 
audit report include a destination state and status of a job [paragraph 477; Table 26]. 
These include pending, ready, executing, completed, stopped, deferred, resourcewait, 
and unknownjobstate. 

5-10. Regarding claims 17-19, Anderson teaches the claim with respect to claim 16, 
further comprising processing said jobs in said queue according to a precedence and 
processing said jobs in said queue according to a set of priority regulations wherein said 
priority regulations are specified by a user, by disclosing that each job in the export log 
has a priority value of 1-9 [Table 26, Field 28]. 

5-1 1 . Regarding claim 20, Anderson teaches the claim with respect to claim 13, 
wherein said user interface is configured to display a plurality of submenus for each of 
said main menu categories, by disclosing a main menu shown in [figure 5] that allows 
users to launch submenus of system modules [paragraph 187]. These system modules 
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allow users to view the reports containing activities within the EIMA system [paragraphs 
409-418]. 

5-12. Regarding claims 21-23, Anderson teaches the claim with respect to claim 20, 
wherein one of said plurality of submenus comprises job information on jobs currently 
being processed, waiting to be processed, and already processed, by disclosing that 
fields following export log type values in the audit report include a destination state and 
status of a job [paragraph 477; Table 26]. These include pending, ready, executing, 
completed, stopped, deferred, resourcewait, and unknownjobstate. 

5-1 3. Regarding claims 24 and 25, Anderson teaches the claim with respect to claim 1 , 
further comprising storing said job information and jobs processed in a memory, by 
disclosing memory devices for the archive [paragraph 99]. 

5-14. Regarding claims 26 and 27, Anderson teaches the claim with respect to claim 1 , 
further comprising requiring an authentication to access a restricted menu or submenu 
wherein said authentication comprises a login password, by disclosing requiring a login 
name and password for displaying the main menu [paragraph 187]. 

Claims 28, 29, 31-37 

5-1 5. Regarding claim 28, Anderson teaches the claim comprising a document 
processing device memory configured to store an embedded web server, by disclosing 
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an electronic item management and archival system (EIMA) [paragraph 1]. A host 
computer for the EIMA system includes an access server (Table 1]. 

Anderson teaches a user interface wherein said user interface is configured to 
select and view job information organized into menus and submenus, by disclosing that 
each item includes a virtual object and query data associated with the virtual object, the 
virtual object being image data, audio data, or video data [paragraph 6]. Image data 
includes documents [paragraph 57]. Various operations may be performed on the image 
data including creating reports, exporting images, printing images, viewing images, and 
archiving images [paragraph 82, Table 2]. Several types of reports can be run to provide 
information about specific activities in the EIMA system [paragraph 404]. Audit reports 
provide logs of user activity and usage, including capture data and query activity [Table 
4]. A main menu shown in [figure 5] allows users to launch submenus of system 
modules [paragraph 187], These system modules allow users to view the reports 
containing activities within the EIMA system [paragraphs 409-418]. Thus, job 
information in the EIMA system is organized into the menus and submenus presented. 
Reports can be viewed onscreen or printed [paragraph 404]. 

5-16. Regarding claim 29, Anderson teaches the claim with respect to claim 28, 
wherein said document processing device memory comprises non-volatile memory, by 
disclosing [paragraph 95]. 
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5-17. Regarding claim 31 , Anderson teaches the claim with respect to claim 28, 
wherein said user interface comprises a visual display, by disclosing [figure 5]. 

5-18. Regarding claims 32 and 33, Anderson teaches the claim with respect to claim 
28, wherein said user interface comprises a navigation device wherein said navigation 
device comprises one of directional buttons, numbered buttons, a keyboard, a keypad, 
a mouse, or a touch screen, by disclosing one or more input devices at a workstation 
[paragraph 169]. 

5-19. Regarding claim 34, Anderson teaches the claim with respect to claim 28, 
wherein said device is communicatively coupled to a user terminal, by disclosing that a 
workstation interfaces with a host server [paragraph 167]. 

5-20. Regarding claim 35, Anderson teaches the claim with respect to claim 34, 
wherein said user terminal comprises one of a personal computer, a laptop, a personal 
digital assistant, a cell phone, or a server, by disclosing that a workstation interfaces 
with a host server [paragraph 167]. 

5-21 . Regarding claim 36, Anderson teaches the claim with respect to claim 34, 
wherein said user terminal further comprises a web browser, by disclosing that the host 
server includes web-based programs which run in a web browser [paragraph 82]. 
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5-22. Regarding claim 37, Anderson teaches the claim with respect to claim 34, 
wherein said device is communicatively coupled to said user terminal through a 
network, by disclosing [paragraph 160]. 

Claims 38-40, 42, 43 

5-23. Regarding claim 38, Anderson teaches the claim comprising receiving means for 
receiving job requests, by disclosing an electronic item management and archival 
system (EIMA) [paragraph 1]. Each item includes a virtual object and query data 
associated with the virtual object, the virtual object being image data, audio data, or 
video data [paragraph 6]. Image data includes documents [paragraph 57]. Various 
operations may be performed on the image data including creating reports, exporting 
images, printing images, viewing images, and archiving images [paragraph 82, Table 2]. 

Anderson teaches display means for displaying job request information in menus 
and submenus, by disclosing a main menu shown in [figure 57 allows users to launch 
submenus of system modules [paragraph 187]. These system modules allow users to 
view the reports containing activities within the EIMA system [paragraphs 409-418]. 

5-24. Regarding claim 39, Anderson teaches the claim with respect to claim 38, 
wherein said display means comprises a user interface, by disclosing [figure 5]. 

5-25. Regarding claim 40, Anderson teaches the claim with respect to claim 38, 
wherein said display means comprises a web page, by disclosing web-based user 
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programs which run in a Web browser that allow users to perform operations on the 
archive [paragraph 82, lines 9-13] using a workstation computer 115 [figure 1; 
paragraphs 167, 186]. 

5-26. Regarding claims 42 and 43, Anderson teaches the claim with respect to claim 
38, further comprising recording means for recording said job information wherein said 
recording means comprises a memory of said document processing device, by 
disclosing memory devices for the archive [paragraph 99]. 

Claims 44-46 

5-27. Regarding claim 44, Anderson teaches the claim of storing job information in a 
document processing device memory, by disclosing an electronic item management 
and archival system (EIMA) [paragraph 1]. The EIMA system includes memory devices 
for the archive [paragraph 99]. Each item in the archive includes a virtual object and 
query data associated with the virtual object, the virtual object being image data, audio 
data, or video data [paragraph 6]. Image data includes documents [paragraph 57]. 
Various operations may be performed on the image data including creating reports, 
exporting images, printing images, viewing images, and archiving images [paragraph 
82, Table 2]. Several types of reports can be run to provide information about specific 
activities in the EIMA system [paragraph 404]. Audit reports provide logs of user activity 
and usage, including capture data and query activity [Table 4]. 
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Anderson teaches organizing said job information into menus and submenus, by 
disclosing that a main menu shown in [figure 57 allows users to launch submenus of 
system modules [paragraph 187]. These system modules allow users to view the 
reports containing activities within the EIMA system [paragraphs 409-418]. Thus, job 
information in the EIMA system is organized into the menus and submenus presented. 

Anderson teaches displaying said menus and submenus on a user interface or 
web page, by disclosing that reports can be viewed onscreen or printed [paragraph 
404]. 

5-28. Regarding claim 45, Anderson teaches the claim with respect to claim 44, 
wherein said processor readable medium is associated with a document processing 
device, by disclosing a host server for receiving information, processing the information, 
archiving the information, performing operations based on received instructions or 
requests, and communicating information to workstations [paragraph 72]. 

5-29. Regarding claim 46, Anderson teaches the claim with respect to claim 44, 
wherein said processor readable medium is associated with a remote server, by 
disclosing a host server for receiving information, processing the information, archiving 
the information, performing operations based on received instructions or requests, and 
communicating information to workstations [paragraph 72]. 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 
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6. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

7. Claims 6-8 and 41 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Anderson et al (Pub. No. US 2004/0015566 A1) and Cisco Systems ("Basic Command 
Line Interface Commands", December 3, 2000). 

7-1 . Regarding claim 6, Anderson teaches the claim with respect to claim 1 . Anderson 
does not expressly teach customizing said menus and said submenus according to a 
user specification. Cisco Systems teaches a command line interface having user menus 
[page 4, menu (EXEC)] similar to the one provided in Anderson. Users can customize 
the display of the user menus [pages 4-5], This allows users to customize the menu 
according to their preferences. Since Anderson teaches displaying a menu to a user, it 
would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was 
made to allow users to customize the menus and submenus, as taught by Cisco 
Systems. This would allow the menu to conform to user preferences. 

7-2. Regarding claim 7, Anderson teaches the claim with respect to claim 6, wherein 
said customizing said menus and said submenus comprises establishing menu and 
submenu category names and content, by disclosing that users can delete a specified 
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menu [page 4, menu (global)], configure the selection numbers of each menu entry 
[page 4, menu command], and edit the text of a menu item in a user interface menu 
[page 5, menu text]. 

7-3. Regarding claim 8, Anderson teaches the claim with respect to claim 7, wherein 
said menu and submenu content comprises job information identifying completed jobs, 
pending jobs, jobs currently being processed, a source of said job, a destination of said 
job, a type of file or a document, when said job was processed, the type of job 
processed by said document processing device, a number of pages in said job, or a 
size of said job, by disclosing that fields following export log type values in the audit 
report include a destination state and status of a job [Cisco Systems, paragraph 477; 
Table 26]. These include pending, ready, executing, completed, stopped, deferred, 
resourcewait, and unknownjobstate. 

7-4. Regarding claim 41 , Anderson teaches the claim with respect to claim 38. 
Anderson does not expressly teach customizing means for customizing said menus and 
said submenus. Cisco Systems teaches a command line interface having user menus 
[page 4, menu (EXEC)] similar to the one provided in Anderson. Users can customize 
the display of the user menus [pages 4-5]. This allows users to customize the menu 
according to their preferences. Since Anderson teaches displaying a menu to a user, it 
would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was 
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made to allow users to customize the menus and submenus, as taught by Cisco 
Systems. This would allow the menu to conform to user preferences. 

8. Claim 30 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Anderson et al (Pub. No. US 2004/0015566 A1) and Examiner's statement of Official 
Notice. 

8-1 . Regarding claim 30, Anderson teaches the claim with respect to claim 28. 
Anderson does not expressly teach wherein said document processing device memory 
comprises volatile memory. However, Examiner takes Official Notice that volatile 
memory in computer systems, such as RAM, is old and well known within the computing 
arts. Volatile memory allows short and consistent retrieval times for data. Therefore, it 
would have been obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
invention was made to include a volatile memory (e. g. RAM) in Anderson. This would 
allow faster retrieval of certain applications and data. 

Response to Arguments 

9. The Examiner acknowledges the Applicant's amendments to claims 4-6. 
Regarding claim 1, the Applicant alleges that Anderson etal (Pub. No. US 
2004/0015566 A1) does not explicitly teach, "organizing said job information into menus 
and submenus and displaying said job information to a user. Contrary to Applicant's 
arguments, Anderson teaches that several types of reports can be run to provide 
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information about specific activities in the EIMA system [paragraph 404]. Audit reports 
provide logs of user activity and usage, including capture data and query activity [Table 
4]. A main menu shown in [figure 5] allows users to launch submenus of system 
modules [paragraph 187]. These system modules allow users to view the reports 
containing activities within the EIMA system [paragraphs 409-418]. Thus, job 
information in the EIMA system is organized into the menus and submenus presented. 
Reports can be viewed onscreen or printed [paragraph 404]. 

Regarding independent claim 28, similararguments have been presented for the 
claim and thus, Applicant's arguments are not persuasive for the same reasons. 
Additionally, Applicant alleges that Anderson teaches a host server and not a document 
processing device. Contrary to Applicant's arguments, the host server in Anderson 
receives information from item-input devices, processes the information, and archives 
the information [paragraph 72]. Thus, it can be considered a document processing 
device. 

Regarding independent claims 38 and 44, similar arguments that were presented 
for claim 1 , have been presented for the claims and thus, Applicant's arguments are not 
persuasive for the same reasons. 

Regarding dependent claim 4, Applicant alleges that Anderson does not explicitly 
teach, "wherein said organizing said job information comprises organizing said job 
information according to processing date and time". Contrary to Applicant's arguments, 
Anderson teaches that audit reports contain data and time information [paragraph 408, 
Table 5 - Field Positions 4 and 5]. 
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Regarding dependent claim 5, Applicant alleges that Anderson does not explicitly 
teach, "wherein jobs processed in a specified time frame are displayed on a user 
interface of said document processing device". Contrary to Applicant's arguments, 
Anderson teaches that users can specify a date range for the audit report [paragraph 
417], This is done using a workstation computer 115 [figure 1; paragraphs 167, 186], 

Regarding dependent claims 14-16, Applicant alleges that Anderson does not 
explicitly teach wherein said user interface is configured to display job information 
regarding jobs that have already been processed, currently being processed, and in a 
queue waiting to be processed. Contrary to Applicant's arguments, Anderson teaches 
that fields following export log type values in the audit report include a destination state 
and status of a job [paragraph 477; Table 26]. These include pending, ready, executing, 
completed, stopped, deferred, resourcewait, and unknownjobstate. 

Regarding dependent claims 17 and 18, Applicant alleges that Anderson does 
not explicitly teach processing said jobs in said queue according to a precedence and 
processing said jobs in said queue according to a set of priority regulations. Contrary to 
Applicant's arguments, Anderson teaches that each job in the export log has a priority 
value of 1 -9 [Table 26, Field 28]. 

Regarding dependent claims 21-23, Applicant alleges that Anderson does not 
explicitly teach wherein one of said plurality of submenus comprises job information on 
jobs currently being processed, waiting to be processed, and already processed. 
Contrary to Applicant's arguments, Anderson teaches that fields following export log 
type values in the audit report include a destination state and status of a job [paragraph 
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477; Table 26]. These include pending, ready, executing, completed, stopped, deferred, 
resourcewait, and unknownjobstate. 

Regarding dependent claims 6-8, Applicant's arguments, see [page 17, 
paragraph 6] of the Remarks, filed 8/17/07, with respect to the rejections of claims 6-8 
under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) have been fully considered and are persuasive. Therefore, the 
rejection has been withdrawn. However, upon further consideration, a new ground(s) of 
rejection is made in view of Anderson and Cisco Systems ("Basic Command Line 
Interface Commands", December 3, 2000). See sections 7-1 to 7-3. 

Regarding dependent claim 41 , similar arguments that were presented for claim 
6, have been presented for claim 41 and thus, a new grounds of rejection is made in 
view of Anderson and Cisco Systems. See section 7-4. 

Applicant states that dependent claims 2-27, 29-37, 39-43, 45, and 46 recite all 
the limitations of the independent claims, and thus, are allowable in view of the remarks 
set forth regarding independent claims 1, 28, 38, and 44. However, as discussed above, 
Anderson is still considered to teach claims 1, 28, 38, and 44, and consequently, claims 
2-27, 29-37, 39-43, 45, and 46 are rejected. 

Conclusion 

10. The prior art made of record on attached form PTO-892 and not relied upon is 
considered pertinent to applicant's disclosure. Applicant is required under 37 C.F.R § 
1 1 1 (c) to consider these references fully when responding to this action. The 
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documents cited therein teach similar systems for managing document processing 
device job information. 

11. It should be noted that the examiner originally assigned to this case has been 
changed. 

12. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Alvin H. Tan whose telephone number is 571-272-8595 . 
The examiner can normally be reached on Mon-Fri 10:00-6:30. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, John Cabeca can be reached on 571-272-4048. The fax phone number for 
the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-91 99 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571 -272-1 000. 
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